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October 23, 2003 

Commissioner Mlchael J. Coppr 
Federd Communicitlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  writing to volce my opposthon to any FCC-mandnted adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for distal 
television. As a consumer and clhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatlon, consumer 
tyhts. and the ultimate adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, campetlave market for consumer electronm must be rooted in manufacturers' abhty to tnnovzte for 
theit customers. .411owng mome studios to veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment wll enable the studios to 
tell technologxts what new products they can create. This wll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like m e  actudly want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
funcbonality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that Iirmt my nghts it the behest of Hollyood 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dqtal  telemsion. ?hulk you for YOUK hme. 

Sincerely, 

Douglas Lay 
2829 N. Calvert Street 
Balkmore, MD 21218 
LISA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commucahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Deai Michael Copps, 

I a m  wntlng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mnndated adopaon of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtd 
telemsion As 1 consumer and nhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nglitlt3, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers Allolvlng mome sm&os to veto features of DTV-recepuon equtpment wll enable the shldlos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wll result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
whnt consumeis like me actudly want, and it could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
hnctlondity. 

IE the FCC issues a broadcast f l q  mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment I wll not pay more for dewces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Bill Ross 
54 Old M A t q  Rd 
Saranac Lake, NY 12983 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Pfichael J Copps 
Federa.1 Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street l IW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

D e a r  Michael Copps 

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of 
flag" technology for dlgltal television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
A robust. competitive market f o r  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowlng movie studios to 
vetu features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment In DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

I a n  Rexroad 
2 1 ' 9  5 Helenwood Dr 
EeavercreeL. OH 4 5 4 3 1 
USA 

"broadcast 
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October 22. 2003 

Cotnnilssioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Cornmucations Commismon 
445 12th Street, ?iW 
Wtlahul@on D C 20554 

D e u  Michael Copps, 

I mi d t m g  to voice my apposition to m y  FCC-mandated adoptlon of "brondcast thg" technologi for &&tal television As B consumer 
and cituen, I feel strongly that mch a policy would be bad for urnovation, consumer rights, and the ultunate adoption of DTV 

4 robust, corripetitive rnaket for consumer electronics mwt be rooted in manufacturm' ability to innovate far tlieir outomers AUowLig 
rnovie studios to keto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
meate Trus will result UI products that don't riecesssnly reflect what consumers lite me actually want, and it could r e d  in me being 
charged more r n o r q  for mferior functionality 

If the FCC issues B bmndcast flag mandate. 1 would actually be less k e l y  to make an investment in DW-capable receivers and other 
eqiuptrierit I u;iU not pay nmre for devices that limit my d&ts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
teciuiology fat &&si televmion Thmk you far your &le 

Smcerely, 

Enka Oniundscn 
18s Luwoln PI 
BraoUp,  NY 11217 
US 4 
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October 22, 2003 

tommissloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael topps ,  

I am wrltlng to volce my oppasltlan to any FCC-mandated adaptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal teievl9lon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, eampetltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged mare money for Inlerlarhlnctlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvars 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Sean McKllllan 
440 SW Sunset Ct 
Shewood, OR 97140 
USA 
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October 22. 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1 Copps 
Fedeial Communications Commission 
443 12th Street. N W  
\Vichington. D C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I dm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-manhted adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for da ta l  
telemsion. -4s a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for tnnovaeon, consumec 
@it%. aid the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

ri robust, coinpetihve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abtlity to innovate foi 
their customers Alloulng mone stuUdlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wll enable the studtos to 
tell technologsts what new products they cul create. "hzr wll cesult tn products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumeis like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for mfenor 
functiondity 

If  the FCC issues a bioadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and othei equipment I wll not pay more for devices that llmlt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd television. Thulk you for your time 

Sinceiely, 

Bnm Parker 
1624 Bullmush Dr 
Baton Rouge. LA 70810 
CSA 
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Wednesday, October 2 2  2003  

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
4 4 5  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai- Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer  products, I urge t h e  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adopt ion of a "broadcast f lag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restrict t h e  way  I en joy  television. 

The  digital television t rans i t ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benef i ts o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment .  That  transit ion wil l  be far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer i f  switching doesn' t  m e a n  discarding m y  existing h o m e  network, buying new h igh-  
resolut ion displays, a n d  f ind ing r o o m  fo r  ye t  another  device in m y  l iving r o o m .  Please do no t  
allow t h e  MPAA a n d  i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making us  buy special-purpose DTV 
devices t h a t  are m o r e  expensive a n d  lessva luab le .  

In addition, I a m  very  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use implications of t h e  broadcast flag. Wi th  
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify,  create, 
and par t ic ipate.  I can record lV t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece of TV and splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie;  send an ernail clip of m y  child's footbal l  g a m e  to a distant relative; or record a 
TV p rog ram onto a DVD a n d  play it a t  my friend's apar tment .  The broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  remove  th is  contro l  and f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I en joy .  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  d ig i ta l  television does n o t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, f lexible, a n d  exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy  n e w  
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hard ly  enough reason for m e  t o  dispense w i th  al l  m y  
current  consumer electronics a n d  computer  equipment .  As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  p romote  t h e  digital t rans i t ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Peter 
2340  Hurley Way # 5 7  
Sacramento, CA 95825  
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We~lnesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael .I Copps 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. I>C 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Ik,ir Coninn woner Copps. 

A\ a coii~ui~ier of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I eqoy  television. 

The digitill television tramitton relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of swtchng to and 
Iq i i ig  digital television eqiiipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
i f  switchng doesn't mean discarding my exsting home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hnder the transitton by malung us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable 

I n  addition. I am \el-yconcerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology. 1 can be more than a passive iecipient ofcontent -- I can modi&, create. and 
prii-ticipate I can record TV to watch later. clip a $mall piece of' TV and splice it into a home 
movie. send an email clip of' my child's football gaine to a distant relative, or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and fleubility that I enjoy 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
Ilew ble. and exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
cq~iiprnciit') A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my cnrrent 
coiiwiiier electronics and computer equpment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast telcvisioir I 
urgc !.ou to pi-oinote the digital transihon by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Jon  Siiiellial 
590 6th Street 
Sail Fraixisco. CA 94103 
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October 22, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to Volce my OppOSltlOn to any FCC-mandated adnptlon of “broadcast flag” technology for dlglta televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don’t necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Interlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollvwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

slncerely, 

Erlan AlJlan 
12543 Woodgreen Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 
USA 
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Wednesday. October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai- Conimissioner Copps, 

As 3 conwnier of bi-oadcast television electromcs, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Coinmission to vote against the adoption o f a  "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concei-ned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

'l'hc digital televi\iun transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits ofswtching to and 
hiving digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consuiiiei- 
il'snitchiiig doesn't mean discarding my exlsting home network, buying new high-resolubon 
LhyAavs, and finding room for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the 
M P h  and its allies to hinder the transitlon by malang us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
31-e iiiore expensib e and less valuable 

I n  ddition, I am v e v  concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today'b 
technology. I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify. create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
mo\ ie. send an eniail clip of my c h l d s  football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play I t  at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flevlhlity that I enjoy 

If the iiio1'e to digit31 television does not make the public's viewng experience more enloyahle. 
Ileuhle. and exiling, ~ 4 i a t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
cqiiipinent'~ A prettiei TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all m y  cwient 
coiiiuinei- electronics and computer equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Lloh Mcgee 
I 1624 rose ct 
Caimel, IN 46033 



Wednesday. October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enloy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content --  I can modify create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible and 
excltcng what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment7 A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

Joe Ray Skrha 
2455 Watergate Way 
Kenai. AK 9961 1 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon As a 
con~umer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a p o k y  would be bad for Innovvatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O W  

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-feceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Lex Mlerop 
653 Camlno Del Mar 
Newbury Park, CA91320 
USA 
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Wednesday. October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

Frank Stafford 
4058 W 115th st 
Chicago, IL 60655 
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Wednesday October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Cheryl Tompson 
5 North High Street 
Elmsford. NY 10523 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael I, Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital televaion transition relies on coiivincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tecliiiology, I c a i i  be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record N to watch later, clip a small ptece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelliiig reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizeii and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Donovoii Bodtiie 
3303 Spaniel 
Austin, TX 78759 
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Wednesday, October 22  2003 

Commissioner Michael 3. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies 011 convincing consumers of the benefits of switcliing to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enloy 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Dale Springfied 
2312 Winterstone Dr 
Plano. TX 75023 
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Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
44j u t h  Street. NW 
JVasliiiigtoii. D r  20554 

\-L\ 1:ACSIhIJLE 

I)c,ir ('oiiiinissioiici Copps. 

4s ,I I'oiisuiiiei of bioadc.ist television. electionics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
C'oiiimuiiirntioiis Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.'' I am gravely concerned that 
,I broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

1 l i t ,  digital television transition relies on  convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
cllgitd television equipiiient. That transition wdl be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
dorsii'l mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for \et  nuother device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
I n  making us b w  speciol-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 zid<litioii, I am verv concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tt~chnology. I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
iecord 'R: to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of in! 
child's football game to a distant relative; or  record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
nyartment. 'Thr broadcast flag s e e m  designed to remove this controland flexibility that I enjoy. 

if thr i n o l e  to c1igit.d television does not make the public's viewing experience inore enjoyable, flexible, and 
e\ciling, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
pirtiire is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
rqnipinent. .is a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I uirge you to promote the digital transition bv 
opposing the t)ro.drnst fl.ig. 

Sinr<wlv 

h n i  ( h c o  
24 j 4  S Kenard 
rhir:igo. 11. 50647 
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October 22, 2003 

Conmissioner Michael 3 Copps 
Federal Commwcatiora Commission 
445  12th street, N W  
Wvushmgton, D C 20554 

Dem lilichael Copps. 

I nrn w n t q  to \nice my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal tele&ion AS B cot~umer  
mid citlzen, I feel stronglq that such a pohoy would be bad for Uuiobation, cormmer rights, and the ultunete ndophon of O W  

4 iobust, competitlve market for consumer electrorucs must be rooted UI manufacturers' ability to movate  for the= customers Auoulng 
m o ~ i e  studios to \eta features of DTV-reception equipnient will enable the studion to tell technologists what newproducto they can 
cieate Ttus wiU result in products that don? necessarily reflect what consumer# l k e  me a o M y  want, and it could result in me be% 
chmged more money fot Uifeior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aotudly be less lkely to m&e an investment hi DN-capable receivers arid other 
eqvlptrient 1 vnU not p0y more for devices that limit my ti&ts at the behest of Hollywood Pleape do not mandate broadcsst flag 
tectmolog). for digital televlmn Thank you for your h i e  

Smcexely. 

Jay Holland 
34730 N Los Reales Rd 
Cnrefiee, .&Z 85377 
us 4 
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October I? ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my OppostlOn to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 0f"broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D N  

A rabust. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mote money ?or lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Paul Youna 
751 1 Eastcrest Drlve 
Austln. TX 78752 
USA 
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Cominlssioner Michilel J. Copps 
4-15 izth Street. N I V  
\~; lshl~lgton.  I)(? 20554 

VL4 F.K'SII1IILE 

I)car Commissioner Copps. 

IL. :I consiinier of h o d c a s t  television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
~ ' ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ i ~ i i i c a t i o i i s  Commission to vote agamst the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned thnt 
.I broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I en~oy television. 

I'hc iligital lelevision trmsitlon relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
~ligitnl television equqmrnt.  That transition will be fa1 more palatable to me as a consumer if switchmg 
clorsiit m e m  discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
lor yet another drvirr in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand Its allies to hinder the transition 
In m.ikmg us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 .rddttion, I ain vrrv concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
trchnology, I can be more than a ptlssive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
iccord TV to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and spllce It into a home movie; send a n  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It a t  my friend's 
J ~ J H I  tment. 'The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

I t  thr iiiove to digitlil television does not make the publlc's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
rxciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier T V  
IJlcturr is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and coinputer 
rqiupinent. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televlsion, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
o~Jp0Suig the broadcast flag. 

SlilCKrPlv, 

I)on.ild Petrrson 

I , : tp i~ . r  M I  48446 
1 ' 0  no* 455 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Coinmissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

A S  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag requlation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buyinq 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discardinq my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game to  a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibil i ty that  I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
coniputer equipment. A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jonathan Keller 
1742 E. Griffith Way 
Fresno, CA 93726 
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October 22, 2003 

Cornmissloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael t o p p s  

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon or "broadcast flag" technology ror digital televislon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranks must be rooted In manutacturers' abiiny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features at DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money Tor Interlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
a n d  other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast riag technology for dlgnal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Marlene Knoblauch 
1215 NW 95th St 
Seattle, WA 98117 
USA 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael I Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

Tile digital televisioii transition relies oil convincing coilsumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital televisioii equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device iii my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transitioii 
by makuig us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
cliild's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more eiiloyable, flexible, and 
excitiiig, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment' A prettier TV 
picture is iiardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digtal traiistion by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Siiicereiy, 

Hope Elliott 
7704 Horseshoe Creek Dr 
Huiitersville, NC 28078 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael  3 .  Copps 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dea 1. Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and compu te r  products, I u r g e  t h e  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  v o t e  against  t h e  adopt ion o f  a "broadcast f lag." I a m  gravely 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  way  I en joy  television. 

The d ig i ta l  television t rans i t ion rel ies on convincing consumers of t h e  benef i ts  of switching t o  
and buy ing d ig i ta l  television equ ipment .  That  t rans i t ion will be fa r  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  a s  a 
consumer if switching doesn' t  m e a n  discarding my exist ing h o m e  network, buy ing  new high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding r o o m  fo r  ye t  another  device in m y  l iving r o o m .  Please d o  not  
allow the  MPAA and i t s  all ies t o  hinder t h e  t rans i t ion b y  making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices t h a t  a re  m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I a m  very  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use impl icat ions of t h e  broadcast f lag. Wi th  
today's technology, I can b e  m o r e  than a passive recipient o f  content  -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV to watch la ter ;  clip a smal l  p iece of  TV a n d  splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie;  send a n  emai l  clip o f  m y  child's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a d is tant  relative; o r  record a 
TV pi-ogram onto  a DVD a n d  play it a t  m y  fr iend's apar tment .  The  broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  r e m o v e  th i s  contro l  a n d  flexibil i ty t h a t  I enjoy.  

If t h e  m o v e  to d ig i ta l  television does n o t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, a n d  exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy n e w  
d ig i ta l  equipment7Apret t ierTVpic ture is h a r d l y e n o u g h  reason fo r  meto dispense w i t h  al l  my 
current  consumer electronics and compu te r  equ ipment .  As a citizen a n d  consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you to promote  t h e  digital t rans i t ion b y  opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag 

Sincerely, 

loshua Berdine 
Box 43 RR4 
Sugar Grove, PA 16350  
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Wediie\day. October 22 2003 

Coiiimirsioiier Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wailiington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

l k a r  Coiniiiirrioiier Copps, 

Ab a coiisumei- of broadcast television, electromcs, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulabon would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transibon relies on convincing consumers ofthe benefits ofswtching to and 
hu\ ins digital television equipment 'That transition will be far more palatable to me as  a coiismiier 
if'\\vitchiiig doesn't mean discardmg my emsting home network, buying new high-resolution 
display.;. and finding room for yet another devlce in my living room Please do not allow the 
MI'AA and its allies to hinder tlic transition by mahng us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
w e  iiiore expensive and less valuable 

In ddil ioir  I ani \eiy concerned about the fair-use implications ofthe broadcast flag With today's 
tccliirilogy. I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
p:ii?icipate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my chld's football game to a &stant relafive; or record a TV program 
unto a DVI) and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove thi.; 
conti-ol and flexbility that I enjoy 

If '  the iiiove to digital television does not make the public's viewng experience more enloyable. 
Ileuble. and escihng, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioiL I 
urge !.ou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Siiicei-ely. 

Vi iiceiit Favilla 
378 Oi-chard ALe 
Suiiii\-\ale. CA 94085 


